ENSIGN-BICKFORD MAPLETON GROUNDWATER
CLEANUP PROJECT
ADDENDUM TO STIPULATION AND CONSENT
ORDER AND
NATURAL RESOURCE DAMAGE CONSENT
AGREEMENT

COMMENT RESPONSE SUMMARY
III. RESPONSE TO E-MAIL AND LETTERS
DECEMBER 2006

E-mail No. 04-01

From: "Johnson. Mark A CONT (NETS)"
<Mark.Johnsonénets.nemais.navy.mil>

TO: <nrdtrustee@utah.gov>

Date: 8/11/04 7:31AM

Subject: Statre settlement with EBCo

As a former resident of the Springville/Mapleton area, this kind of negligence
infuriates me. I see nothing in the agreements that penalizes EBCo for the
damages done by their facility. Rather, money is being directed to state
funds to ensure that future drinking water and resources are protected. Where
is EBCo being held accountable to the city and its residents for the untold
number of $ of damage they have caused? Do they not have some environmental
responsibility to the community in which they operate? Does the State not
have some responsibility to it’'s cities for regulating business practices,
especially HAZMAT ones?

At a minimum, the state should expand these agreements to force EBCo’s hand in
improving the environment in which they reside, NOT merely fixing the damage
they’ve caused. There are hundreds of environmental beautification projects
they could sponsor/own that would go a long way to mending their relations
with the city. The state can enforce this and certainly has some
responsibility to protect and look after its citizens. Repairing the aquifer
and providing safe drinking water in the future is not enough...it’'s a given!

Sincerely.

Mark Johnson

105 Avonlea Drive
Chesapeake, VA 23322
757 .482.5159 home
757.852.6959 work
mjohnson6080@cox.net

Response to E-Mail No. 04-01

For explanation of damage valuation, see Response to Common
Comment No. 6.

For issues related to third party claims, see Response to
Common Comment No. 2.

Hazardous materials on the EBCo site are regulated by the
Division of Solid and Hazardous Waste. On-site contamination
was investigated under the RCRA Facilities Investigation with
assistance from the EPA. In 2006, EBCo treated soils to
remove contamination or removed contaminated soils from the
site. Buildings and other structures were burned or taken down
as part of the site cleanup. See also Response to Common
Comment No. 14.
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Letter No. 04-02 Response to Letter No. 04-02

David R. Nemelka

903 South 1250 East
Mapleton, UT 84664
(801) 489-9438

September 1, 2004

Dianne P. Nielson PH.D.

Re: Thank you for setting up last Thursdays meeting.
Summary of my message in the meeting.
My proposal for a negotiated “peace” or global settlement.

Dear Ms. Nielson,

Thank you again for your positive support of my request for a joint
meeting between the representatives of the Utah Division of Water Quality,
Utah Department of Environmental Quality, NRD Trustee and the Utah
Department of Solid Waste. I was most pleased that all three agencies had at
least two people in attendance. In my initial phone call with Mr. Walt
Baker, he asked if Mapleton City was aware of my request. At that time
they were not. After some reflection, T felt it could be beneficial to both
parties (the state agencies and Mapleton City), if Mapleton City were
represented to hear my message first hand, as well as your response. [
invited Mapleton City Attorney Doug Thayer to join us as an observer,
which he did. I believe that turned out to be a beneficial decision. He came
away with more optimism for a potential negotiated settlement of the city
lawsuit, than he had before. He views the state potentially playing a
significant role. He mentioned that the exchange of water between
Mapleton City and EBCO would go along way in helping the parties find
common ground on all other issues.

As you probably heard from Walter Baker, my message was
consistent with my previous message to you. I felt there were enough facts
now gathered by all sides to warrant an attempt at a global settlement
relating to Mapleton City’s damages. I see the states main role being to
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Letter No. 04-02 (cont)

help Mapleton recover adequate replacement drinkable water and to
encourage further discussions between Mapleton and EBCO on their
remaining issues. 1 hope Mr. Baker and the others present felt my
sincerity. My primary interest is the Mapleton drinking water issue.

I emphasized at the meeting on Thursday that from the beginning of
my involvement in 1989, (Wow it has already been 15 years), that [ said 1
would stay involved in the Mapleton City/Trojan conflict until three things
were accomplished.

1 — To protect my family’s health, especially my wife Ingrid’s. She
has been hospitalized over 50 times because of strokes in her lower left
cerebellum specific. We found a medical study in Russia where one of their
medical tests showed RDX could cause such strokes, in the lower left
cerebellum specific. Her doctors have learned to manage her health so that
even though she continues to have mini strokes, they are not life threatening.

2 — My second goal was to see that all Mapleton citizens would
become adequately informed of the Mapleton City drinking water
contamination. This too has been accomplished. Individual citizens now
have to take personal responsibility for regular health check-ups, especially
for cancer. The sooner someone’s cancer is diagnosed, the more likely it can
be successfully treated.

3 (A) — To see that Mapleton City’s present drinking water was safe.

3 (B) — To see that Mapleton City's contaminated drinking water was
adequately replaced so that future generations could also have a safe public
drinking water source.

Dianne, as | mentioned in last Thursdays meeting, Ingrid and I have
seven children and 24 grandchildren (the oldest is 13). Some of my children
are concerned about moving their families back to Mapleton because of the
past history of the contaminated drinking water on their mothers health and
their neighbor’s health.

Mr. Baker most likely mentioned that [ got somewhat emotional and
at times too passionate regards some of my message during the first part of
my presentation. In retrospect I’m somewhat embarrassed and I again
apologize. My emotional reaction was neither appropriate nor called for. |
was out of order. Just dwelling on the multiple tragedies we sincerely

Response to Letter No. 04-02 (cont)

As indicated in the Response to Common Comment No. 2, the
proposed agreements do not constitute a settlement of any
claims Mapleton City may have against EBCo. The
settlement proposal for Mapleton is a matter for discussion
between City officials and EBCo. The Trustee has attempted
to facilitate discussions between the City and EBCo, but has
no authority to resolve the third party claims.

We hope your wife continues to be able to manage her health.

Point 34, 3B are the goals listed in the CAP. “Restore, replace or
acquire the equivalent of the resource” is the basis for approving
the CAP. This condition is met by the water treatment currently
being employed with the Mapleton Granular Activated Carbon
filtration (GAC), the Orton GAC and the Spanish fork GAC.
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Letter No. 04-02 (cont)

believe resulted from the contaminated drinking and irrigation water does
still stir up my emotions. Charlie Bates who passed away from leukemia,
(with whom Trojan settled a law suit), lived directly across the street from us
on 10" east. Marilvn Peterson lived one house to the South from Charlie.
She just passed away yesterday from leukemia. (Copy of obituary enclosed.)
Trojan also settled with the Petersons. One house to the North lived the
Larry Haines family. Their daughter Sandra, now in her early 40’s,
tragically is now suffering from similar life threatening health challenges as
Marilyn Peterson. These were not just neighbors but dear friends.

Therefore it is difficult for me not to become emotional.

However It is Now Time to Move on

I'm convinced it is now time to move on. As you have read above my
goals #1, #2, and %2 of #3, have now been accomplished. It is now time to
try and accomplish #3B, the replacement of Mapleton’s drinking water
for future generations. Which certainly includes my own grandchildren.
My main interest today is the Mapleton long-term drinking water issue.

My Simple Solution

Have the state (probably you as the state trustee of water), require
Trojan to swap water with Mapleton City, X number of acre-feet for X
number of acre-feet.

Mapleton owns plenty of water rights from water in the contaminated
underground aquifer to meet their water needs for the foreseeable future.
However, because it is contaminated no one in Mapleton is comfortable
drinking it. Even after it is supposedly cleaned up. The easy answer is to
swap it with EBCO for clean water that will come from a different source.

If for no other reason than good will, EBCO should trade Mapleton
water rights from uncontaminated water they own. Ask them about their
well on the south east corner of their property. According to a former
employee the plant used this well for all the plants culinary water in the past.
The last message I had, they no longer use it. [ also heard from a former
employee, that Trojan owned quite a bit of water in the Spanish Fork water
system. 1 assume they have plenty of clean water to trade.

My proposal would include five parts.

Response to Letter No. 04-02 (cont)

See Response to Common Comment No. 13.

Please accept our condolences for the loss of your friends.
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Letter No. 04-02 (cont) Response to Letter No. 04-02 (cont)

1 - Exchange of water rights (equal acre feet). This is my main issue Items 1-5, see Response to Common Comment No. 2.

. 2 - Trojan (E.B(;O) should build the system to hook'th.e traded water Mapleton City and Ensign-Bickford have reached agreement
into Mapleton’s existing water system. (I'd propose a 3 million gallon tank . L, ;
on the south/east hillside. 800 west would be an excellent connecting point, regarding the City’s claims.

3 - That the State and Trojan (EBCO) allocate $1.5 million dollars
from the $2.58 million in proposed settlement to develop Hobble Creek
Canyon Springs. This would take care of Mapleton’s short-term water
pressures.

4 — That the state and Trojan (EBCQO) use $1.08 million of the
settlement dollars to double the existing secondary water system in
Mapleton.

5 — Trojan (EBCO) provide Mapleton City with (X) number of dollars
to provide them necessary monies to Build Out the city’s water system
needs for the future. For these 5 concessions, Mapleton should agree to drop
their existing lawsuit. The exact dollar amount would have to be agreed
upon by (EBCO) and Mapleton City. My suggestion, a minimum of
$20,000,000.

The reason 1 suggested $20,000,000 is because I believe that is what
an adequate water system build out will cost for 20 to 25,000 people, which
is the estimated growth to take place in Mapleton over the next 20 years.

Remember, in your information packet mailed to all Mapleton
citizens, under the pump and treat process section, your engineers estimate it
will take a minimum of 20 years of corrective action on cleaning up the
existing plume. Therefore, should it not be part of the states negotiated
settlement agreement to have Trojan provide Mapleton’s citizens, who are
the major harmed parties, adequate clean drinking water now? [ believe so.

Allocating $1,500,000 to develop Mapleton’s spring water flowing
from Hobble Creek would go along way towards providing “Good Will™,
I'd strongly encourage you to adopt this propoesal now. [ would also
encourage EBCO out of “Good Will” to support this suggestion.

I assume Mr. Baker mentioned my homemade flag of peace I made
from one of my wife’s pillowcases. It read:

“1 Come Hoping For Peace”
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Letter No. 04-02 (cont) Response to Letter No. 04-02 (cont)

Desiring to Encourage a Global Settlement with EBCO,
All 3 State Agencies and Mapleton City

Dianne, 1 am sincere in desiring to see all the animosity between
Mapleton citizens and Trojan end soon. Thank you again for your efforts in
this regard.

Of note I mentioned in the Thursday meeting that multiple individuals
and small groups had approached me about my leading a “class action™ legal
effort against EBCO. My answer was, is and will remain “NO WAY”, 1
will not personally be involved in any additional lawsuits involving Trojan.
Directly or indirectly.

One last issue. 1 was asked by several people to help organize a
Mapleton citizens group to protest the purposed settlement. 1 also declined
to support their proposed aggressive actions. My message is that we should
not oppose the settlement, but lobby to adjust it as I have suggested in this
letter, I will do so more formally in a subsequent letter, after the hearing.

The Public Meeting “Open House”

Ms, Neilson, I have to admit that I am one of those who was both

disappointed and concermned about your o’pen. house 1format fnr_ public input The intent ofthe open houseforum was to provide an informal
about the states proposed settlement with Trojan (EBCO). The issues are . 7 .. 1d d .. : b

too complex for this format of one on one discussions. There should have setting where citizens could come and receive information about
been a public hearing like was held at Springville High in the past. Then the issues involving the community regarding EBCo and the
more education, sharing of information and new understanding would have ground water contamination, ask questions, and give comments.

occurred. There is still way too much ill-will towards Trojan.

The issues are so complex regards timelines and amounts of
contarmnation as well as the amount of damage to the water and damage to
the over all environment even all three of your professional state agencies
have disagreed on conclusions.

In your mail out “over view” the state acknowledges it is not certain
when the ground water contamination began, or how much contamination
took place
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Letter No. 04-02 (cont)

However, the next paragraph acknowledges on going contamination
of ground water is continuing, even though minimal in comparison to
historical discharges. (That still is frightening.)

The overview also acknowledges that the contamination has largely
damaged the deeper regional aquifer, which is THE PRIMARY SOURCE
OF PUBLIC DRINKING WATER.

How I see it,

e There is presently no “Good Will” at this point between
Mapleton City and EBCO.
EBCO (Trojan) is the criminal.

e Mapleton City and its citizens are the harmed parties.
e The state is the sheriff.

Both federal and state law gives the Utah Department of
Environmental Executive Director, as trustee, the authority to file a
claim when a natural resource of the state is damaged. That should also
give you the authority to negotiate a settlement. [ encourage you to use
your authority to do so.

One Last Suggestion

Perhaps you should consider asking the Mapleton City Council to
appoint a knowledgeable committee of professional Mapleton citizens to
work with your office in finding an acceptable settlement. (I would not
participate). When you are included in the creation of a proposed
settlement, you are much more likely to accept it.

Thank You Again,

42@6’ L frucotln

David R. Nemelka

cc:  Dennis Downs
Walt Baker
Keith Egan
Brad Maulding

Response to Letter No. 04-02 (cont)

The above referenced RFI Investigation was conducted by the
Division of Solid and Hazardous Waste with EPA oversight,
and resulted in identifying on-site sources and recommending
remediation efforts that will remove contaminants and restore
the land, so it will not contribute pollution in the future.
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Letter No. 04-03 Response to Letter No. 04-03

Testimony of Grace Huffaker, 99 East 900 South, Mapleton in regard to

See Response to Common Comment No. 13.
Mapleton City Water Problems. September 2™, 2004

In June of 1989 we moved to Mapleton from Tucson, Arizona. After a See a.lso resll? onse to comments of Grace Huffaker in the
few months of getting to know our neighbors and ward members of our Public Hearing document.

church, I was alarmed to see almost every family along 1600 South,
1000 East, and South Main Street having severe health problems.

Medical problems were severe and ranged from lymphoma, leukemia,
brain tumors, cancer, rare seizures and strokes of younger people, severe
birth defects including mental and physical handicapped children

That summer I personally called the Utah County Health Department in
Provo and asked to speak to the head person in charge. [ don’t
remember his name but I told him my concern for the health of people
living in Mapleton who were having major health problems.

I said, “Someone from the health department needs to come out here and
test the water and air quality as the amount of major health problems
are totally out of proportion to the size of this little town. He assured me
there was no problem and the water quality was regularly tested so [
shouldn’t be concerned. I was frustrated with the lack of interest in
doing any study door to door to verify whether there were problems or
not.

I was skeptical because we had moved from Tucson, a major
metropolis, where a similar problem with Hughes Aircraft located on
the south side of Tucson for 20 years dumped TCP, an engine cleaning
chemical into a city well.

It wasn’t until an employee finally retired that his conscience got the
better of him, and he decided to blow the whistle on his former
company.

Ensign-Bickford Groundwater Cleanup — Responses to Email and Letters



Letter No. 04-03 (cont)

He said for 20 years, in order to eliminate dealing with environmental
waste disposal, his boss had him lift the lid of a city well which was
located on the Hughes Aircraft property, and he was instructed to dump
drums filled with used engine cleaners into the well each day.

After the retired employee blew the whistle on Hughes Aircraft, a
detailed door to door survey was completed on the people living within a
ten mile radius to the city well. The survey proved the people living on
the south side of Tucson were also dying of lymphoma, leukemia, brain
tumors, cancer, and had children severely physically and mentally
handicapped.

I was disappointed the Utah County Health Department didn’t see the
severity of the problems and instigate their own research to substantiate
my observations. | told them I was more than willing to meet with them
and detail which homes and families were affected. They weren’t
interested and never called me back. My regret was I wasn’t more
forceful.

In the meantime I’ve been told that Trojan Ammunition Plant was
monitoring their own tests of water and no one from the city, county, or
state was testing anything for the safety of the people.

Undetected not only were nitrates from the plant seeping into our public
water system from Trojan ponds but explosive chemicals were being
dumped also.

For years unsuspecting people were drinking from their own private
wells and the city’s south side well was also contaminated. The general
public trusted their government employees to protect them from
unsanitary and unsafe conditions. Unfortunately I gave up too easy and
didn’t pursue more of an investigation myself. In the meantime, years
passed by and family after family lost loved ones to an early death.

Response to Letter No. 04-03 (cont)

The State has been splitting ground water samples on Mapleton
City’s supply wells and having them monitored for Nitrates since
the late 1980’s. The State has also been splitting ground water
samples from the Mapleton City supply wells and random
monitoring wells and having them analyzed for Constituents of
Energetic Materials (CEMSs) that include, but are not limited to
RDX, HMX, and TNT as provided by EPA Method 8330 since
1994. The purpose of these split samples is to ensure adequate
analysis is being done according to the Approved Sampling and
Monitoring Plan. The State uses the State Laboratory Services,
for Nitrite, Nitrate and general chemistry analysis. DataChem is
used for CEM analysis.
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Letter No. 04-03 (cont) Response to Letter No. 04-03 (cont)

We are burying the latest victim, Marilyn Peterson tomorrow, September
3, 2004. Marilyn was courageous woman who fought a valiant fight
for the past 20 years. She died from the ravages of lymphoma. She lived
at 1350 S. 1000 E.

Unfortunately many of the families who have been affected have since
either died or moved away making it more difficult to pin point the
severity of our Mapleton problems.

Our present Mayor and government officials are very much aware of the
dangers we have faced and are much more aggressive at protecting the
citizens of our little community.

B (5 RS PTGk S GBS L e tiec s Thank you for the specific health information. Please accept our
Ingrid Nemelka resides at 1310 East 1600 South, formerly lived at condolences for the loss of your friends.

1255 South 1000 East - suffers from rare seizures and strokes caused
from toxicity in her blood. Drank from private well water for years
Also lived across the street from Haines, Bates, and Peterson family.

Stacy Broadbent, daughter of Philip and B.J. Broadbent - now in her
20's. Victim of leukemia when she was six years old and resided at
1306 E. 1600 S., Mapleton

Sandra Haines, daughter of Lawrence and Priscilla Haines - victim of
severe seizures and heart palpitations. Grew up in Mapleton in her
family home located at 1000 South 1000 East. Private well
contaminated by Trojan

Charles Bates - died of Lymphoma cancer - resided at
1120 South 1000 East - lived next door to Haines family also used

private well which was contaminated with nitrates and explosives.

Marilyn Peterson - died of Lymphoma cancer Aug 30", 2004- resided
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Letter No. 04-03 (cont) Response to Letter No. 04-03 (cont)

next door to Charles Bates who died of same type of lymphoma cancer.
Marilyn resided at 1350 South 1000 East.

Matthew Bateman - son of Lynn and Joan Bateman now in his 20's-
resides at 866 East 1600 South. Born severely handicapped mentally
and physically. Half block away from Stacy Broadbent

Lindsey Ashton - son of Larry and Joan Ashton - resides at 680 E. 1600
South, Mapleton now in his 20's - born severely mentally handicapped-

down syndrome

Bills daughter - died of cancer last year - sister of Mac Bills. Grew up in
home on 351 East 1600 South, Mapleton

Glenn Allman - died of lymphoma cancer. Resided at 560 East 1600
South. Poisoned city well directly behind his home.

Robert Hurst - died of brain tumor and cancer. Husband of Bernita Hurst
Resided on the corner of 1600 South and Main - 1574 South Main.

John Taylor - young husband of Marylin Taylor - now Marylin Stirling-
resided at 1468 South Main Street. Died of brain tumor in his 30's.

Ford daughter - daughter of Carolyn Ford who used to reside at the
home at 1800 South Main Street- born with down syndrome

Howard Ruff - formerly resided at 2001 South Main Street - cancer.

Kent Stephens - formerly resided at 2105 South Main - contaminated
private well water - lived next door to Howard Ruff

Myrna Casper recently died of cancer. Wife of Dick Casper. Lived at
1968 South Main Street Lived across street from Stephens and Ruffs
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Letter No. 04-03(cont) Response to Letter No. 04-03 (cont)

Karen Long -recently operated on for brain tumor. Resides at 15 West
1600 South across the street from Hurst home and Taylor home both
victims of Brain Tumors.

Earl Nielsen - husband of Delores Nielsen - resided at 684 South Main.
Died of cancer.

To the best of my knowledge the above information is true. There are
others who have been affected but T am not aware of all the names and
addresses.

In my opinion, 11 million is not an adequate compensation for the lives
who were taken and the families who have spent millions on medical
costs tried to save their loved ones. The water system of Mapleton has
and will be contaminated for many years to come.

See Response to Common Comment No. 2.

Trojan should not only pay more, they should be put out of business.
Not only have they sacrificed our water for generations to come, they
pose a daily potential problem of a massive explosion which could
destroy many Mapleton homes. As long as the Trojan plant remains
where it is, I don’t think the Henrichsen subdivision should be given
approval to build homes so close to an ammunition plant.

A former employee of Trojan personally told us he quit working there
because of the unsafe practices of the company. Upon an investigation, [
will reveal his name but for now he prefers to remain anonymous.

To the best of my knowledge the above statements are true. There are
other families which have been affected, I don’t know them well enough
to put them on this list.

Sincerely,

Grace Huffaker Cell Phone - 636-2600
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Letter No. 04-04 Response to Letter No. 04-04

2 September 2004
) Dr. Booth presented these comments at the public hearing. See
Public Comment: State of Utah Natural Resource Damage Trustee

Ensign-Bickford (Trojan Plant) Groundwater Cleanup Public Hearing comment response document for responses.

Gary M. Booth, Ph.D
Department of Integrative Biology
Brigham Young University, Provo, Utah 84602
and Co-owner of 53 acres (Farm 527, Tract 1078) adjacent to Joyner Property

Let me first identify myself. I have spent the last 32 years studying the movement,
bioaccumulation, and metabolism of xenobiotics (foreign chemicals accidentally or
intentionally placed in the environment) in organisms ranging from bacteria to cattle. In
addition, I am particularly interested in looking at the behavior of these compounds when
they move through the ecosystem especially in aquatic ecosystems. I have testified at the
Senate Subcommittee of Human Resources in Washington on critical contamination
issues, at the DDT Hearings in Washington, at the Science Advisory Panel Meetings in
‘Washington on contamination issues, and have served as a consultant to the EPA and
private industry for the past 32 years. So I have had a long-standing interest and career
that has been focused on environmental toxicology. Contamination of our well is at the
heart of what 1 do for a living. In addition, this well-water contamination issuc has put a
major halt to our research work that we do on our property because water is needed to see
our projects to fruition. In fact our research work has absolutely stopped with no chance
to even begin studies in the near future. Even the Department of Environmental Quality
has recommended that we do not grow crops for human consumption especially in light
of the fact that RDX has a tendency to translocate from water and soil to primary
consumers that include a variety of herbivores and omnivores. This impacts everything
we do on the property. Our property sits on the west side of the Joyner property
...approximately 53 acres and has a well that serves the entire acreage.

I would make the following points for the record:

1. Our well is not even listed on the document sent to me regarding the five wells
that pull water from the area. Please add our well to the list.

2. The concentration of RDX detected in our well in the first quarter of 2004(30.1
ug/L) is 15.1X above the EPA limit of 2 ug/L. This makes the well completely
un-useable and is especially discouraging since we have just spent almost $2000
to make the pump useable for a new research project.

3. The recommended clean-up dollar amounts do not go far enough since the
strategy is pro-rated over a 20 year period. This does not help the local
landowners who need to get this water coming from our pump accessible and
useable immediately!

4. Because the well water is so contaminated and because the long-term
consequences of animals eating and drinking these amounts is unknown, our
research work has been drawn to a halt. WE are losing thousands of dollars every
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Letter No. 04-04 (cont)

year because the water simply cannot be used. The risk is too great...we dare not
draw on this resource.

5, Based on number four, I propose that EBCo finance a well-defined research study
to help us determine the impact of contaminated water on small and large
mammals and also upland game birds to determine the uptake, metabolism,
distribution, and excretion of RDX and HMX at doses found currently in the
wells. These studies would take from $100,000 to 250,000 to complete and would
definitively answer the question of the chronic impact of these compounds on
animals in the food chain. We prefer this path rather than enter the long process of
litigation. Everyone would benefit from such data and surely would add
credibility to the confidence people would have in EBCo who would be
contributing enormously to our understanding of the behavior of these compounds
when consumed.

6. 1 strongly recommend that EBCo finance the acquisition of an industrial filter on
our pump that would allow us to use the water for future research work so that we
do not have to wait 20 years to use the water. These filters range in price from
$80,000 to 100,000 and would clearly show a good faith effort on the part of
EBCao to fight this battle in the name of good science to help the local land owners
stay in business.

7. We would like to work closely with the natural resource folks in collecting data
that could be used for publication in the peer reviewed literature.

8. [ recommend an open forum discussion in the very near future with our lab, the
Department of Environmental Quality, The Department of Wildlife and Natural
Resources, EBCo, and other stake holders in this issue to discuss the needs of the
local landowners. A public comment pericd is quite frankly not enough! WE (all
of us) need to sit in a room together and dialogue about what options the
individual stake holders have. Surely this could benefit everyone.

9. Finally, it seems to us to be important to have a master plan that includes the
private landowners...not eliminate them. The current plan is good, but simply too
little too late. It must include the private landowners rather that simply state, “the
individual landowner must decide if the risk is personally acceptable.” Tn other
words what can be done in the near future to help offset the losses of the private
landowners? Let’s begin the dialogue now!

Gary M. Booth, Ph.D

Department of Integrative Biology

And Co-owner of 53 acres in Mapleton, Utah
Brigham Young University

Provo, Utah 84602

Comments to Letter No. 04-04 (cont)
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Letter No. 04-05

To: Utah Department of Environmental Quality
Dianne R. Nielson, NRD Trustee/DEQ Executive Director

From: ﬂtf?f}' WQ{OS
Address: 42 S MNacn Mapleton, UT 84664

Date:

Regarding:

In response to the State Departments invitation to comment on Ensign Bickford
Company’s (EBCO) proposals for cleansing the contaminated water in Mapleton City, I
wish to object most strongly. The proposal falls far short of what this company should be
obliged to do to restore the aquifer pollution it has caused in Mapleton.

The Ensign Bickford Company should be made to:

1) Restore Mapleton’s aquifer to the condition it was in before this company
contaminated the water. It should not simply undertake to do the best they
can do to bring it up to maximum drinking standards. There is a significant
difference.

2) EBCO should be required to establish testing methodologies that can bring
pollution levels down to a non-detectable level notwithstanding the costs
involved.

3) EBCO should be required to pay the cost for verifying the existence of any of
the breakdown contaminants of RDX, HMX and TNT.

4) The Utah State Department should demand the acceleration of the clean up
proposal for the removal of toxic chemical contamination of the EBCO’s soil
that leaches pollutants into the aquifer.

5) The terms of the settlement proposal, under which EBCO’s approval must be
abstained during the three year clause, should be changed so that the State can
utilize the $2.58 million.

Thank you for you attention in assuring the residents of Mapleton have safe and clean
drinking water.

Sincerely,

%SIU %\@@M
@’ vV

Response to Letter No. 04-05

See Response to Common Comment No.

See Response to Common Comment No.

See Response to Common Comment No.

See Response to Common Comment No.

See Response to Common Comment No.

12

14.
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From:
Address:
Date:

Regarding:

Letter No. 04-06

Utah Department of Environmental Quality
Dianne R. Nielson, NRD Trustee/DEQ Executive Director

Samue Francis
(23 NoAh (000 fesT Mapleton, UT 84664
9/to/s ¥

ign Bickford

In response to the State Departments invitation to comment on Ensign Bickford
Company’s (EBCQO) proposals for cleansing the contaminated water in Mapleton City, |

wish to obj

ect most strongly. The proposal falls far short of what this company should be

obliged to do to restore the aquifer pollution it has caused in Mapleton.

The Ensign Bickford Company should be made to:

)]

2)

3)

4)

5)

Thank you

Restore Mapleton’s aquifer to the condition it was in before this company
contaminated the water. It should not simply undertake to do the best they
can do to bring it up to maximum drinking standards. There is a significant
difference.

EBCO should be required to establish testing methodologies that can bring
pollution levels down to a non-detectable level notwithstanding the costs
involved.

EBCO should be required to pay the cost for verifying the existence of any of
the breakdown contaminants of RDX, HMX and TNT.

The Utah State Department should demand the acceleration of the clean up
proposal for the removal of toxic chemical contamination of the EBCO’s soil
that leaches pollutants into the aquifer.

The terms of the settlement proposal, under which EBCO’s approval must be
abstained during the three year clause, should be changed so that the State can
utilize the $2.58 million.

for you attention in assuring the residents of Mapleton have safe and clean

drinking water.

Sincerely,

Amedigneaa|

Response to Letter No. 4-06

See Response to Common Comment No. 4

See Response to Common Comment No. 4

See Response to Common Comment No. 12

See Response to Common Comment No. 14

See Response to Common Comment No. 5

Ensign-Bickford Groundwater Cleanup — Responses to Email and Letters



To:

From:

Address:

Date:

Regarding:

Letter No. 04-07

Utah Department of Environmental Quality
Dianne R. Nielson, NRD Trustee/DEQ Executive Director

Lty & Tona  Gee
[o/Tw /320 A Mapleton, UT 84664

In response to the State Departments invitation to comment on Ensign Bickford
Company’s (EBCO) proposals for cleansing the contaminated water in Mapleton City, 1
wish to object most strongly. The proposal falls far short of what this company should be
obliged to do to restore the aquifer pollution it has caused in Mapleton.

The Ensign Bickford Company should be made to:

D)

2)

3)

4)

5)

Restore Mapleton’s aquifer to the condition it was in before this company
contaminated the water. It should not simply undertake to do the best they
can do to bring it up to maximum drinking standards. There is a significant
difference.

EBCO should be required to establish testing methodologies that can bring
pollution levels down to a non-detectable level notwithstanding the costs
involved.

EBCO should be required to pay the cost for verifying the existence of any of
the breakdown contaminants of RDX, HMX and TNT.

The Utah State Department should demand the acceleration of the clean up
proposal for the removal of toxic chemical contamination of the EBCO’s soil
that leaches pollutants into the aquifer.

The terms of the settlement proposal, under which EBCO’s approval must be
abstained during the three year clause, should be changed so that the State can
utilize the $2.58 million.

Thank you for you attention in assuring the residents of Mapleton have safe and clean
drinking water.

Sincerely,

il * A—

4

Response to Letter No.04-07

See Response to Common Comment No. 4

See Response to Common Comment No. 4

See Response to Common Comment No. 12

See Response to Common Comment No. 14

See Response to Common Comment No. 5
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To:

From:
Address:
Date:

Regarding:

Letter No. 04-08

Utah Department of Environmental Quality
Dianne R. Nielson, NRD) Trustee/DEQ Executive Director

C¥acE RUTIERFIELD

arr wl. 2 s Mapleton, UT 84664

In response to the State Departments invitation to comment on Ensign Bickford
Company’s (EBCO) proposals for cleansing the contaminated water in Mapleton City, [

wish to obj

ect most strongly. The proposal falls far short of what this company should be

obliged to do to restore the aquifer pollution it has caused in Mapleton. The Ensign
Bickford Company should be made to:

1)

2)

3

4

5)

6)

Thank you

Restore Mapleton’s aquifer to the condition it was in before this company
contaminated the water. It should not simply undertake to do the best they
can do to bring it up to maximum drinking standards. There is a significant
difference.

EBCO should be required to establish testing methodologies that can bring
pollution levels down to a non-detectable level notwithstanding the costs
involved.

EBCO should be required to pay the cost for verifying the existence of any of
the breakdowns contaminants of RDX, HMX and TNT.

The Utah State Department should demand the acceleration of the clean up
proposal for the removal of toxic chemical contamination of the EBCO’s soil
that leaches pollutants into the aquifer,

The terms of the draft settlement proposal, (under which EBCO’s approval
must be obtained during the three years) should be changed so that the State
can utilize the $2.58 million without having to obtain EBCO’s approval.

EBCO should be made responsible for furnishing a clean water supply to
Mapleton throughout the City's build out as of the year the 2050.

for you attention in assuring the residents of Mapleton and safe and clean

drinking water.

Sincerefy,

Qﬂuf{t& leﬂ( \i?((q](ﬁ [«‘a (i (

Response to Letter No. 04-08

See Response to Common Comment No. 4

See Response to Common Comment No. 4

See Response to Common Comment No. 12

See Response to Common Comment No. 14

See Response to Common Comment No. 5

See Response to Common Comment No. 2
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Letter No. 04-09 Response to Letter No. 04-09

To: Utah Department of Environmental Quality
Dianne R. Nielson, NRD Trustee/DEQ Executive Director
From: _ h"]a“ﬁ QWL
Address: 7 N oo & Mapleton, UT 84664

Date: 65‘P+ (??, 100“"

Regmding: Ensign Bickford (Trojan Pla

In response to the State Departments invitation to comment on Ensign Bickford
Company’s (EBCO) proposals for cleansing the contaminated water in Mapleton City, T
wish to object most strongly. The proposal falls far short of what this company should be
obliged to do to restore the aquifer pollution it has caused in Mapleton. The Ensign
Bickford Company should be made to:

1) Restore Mapleton’s aquifer to the condition it was in before this company

contaminated the water. It should not simply undertake to do the best they 1. See Response to Common Comment No. 4
can do to bring it up to maximum drinking standards. There is a significant

difference.

2) EBCO should be required to establish testing methodologies that can bring

pollution levels down to a non-detectable level notwithstanding the costs 2. See ReSpOﬂS@ to Common Comment No. 4
involved.
3) EBCO should be required to pay the cost for verifying the existence of any of 3. See Response to Common Comment No. 12

the breakdowns contaminants of RDX, HMX and TNT.

4) The Utah State Department should demand the acceleration of the clean up 4. See Response to Common Comment No. 14
proposal for the removal of toxic chemical contamination of the EBCO’s soil

that leaches pollutants into the aquifer.
5) The terms of the draft settlement proposal, (under which EBCO’s approval

must be obtained during the three years) should be changed so that the State 5. See ReSpO”S@ to Common Comment No. 5
can utilize the $2.58 million without having to obtain EBCO’s approval.

6)  EBCO should be made responsible for furnishing a clean water supply to 6. See Response to Common Comment No. 2
Mapleton throughout the City’s build out as of the year the 2050.

Thank you for you attention in assuring the residents of Mapleton and safe and clean
drinking water.

Sincerely,
Of # "‘ﬁ”ﬁ\

U.}
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Letter No. 04-10 Response to Letter No. 04-10

To: Utah Department of Environmental Quality
Dianne R. Nielson, NRD Trustee/DEQ Executive Director

From: ( m/l/ / Gl 2 W%
Address: Mm 81 Mapleton, UT 84664
Date: .%ﬁ g { .3( @{

ign Bick ojan Plant

Regardin@

In response to the State Departments invitation to comment on Ensign Bickford
Company’s (EBCO) proposals for cleansing the contaminated water in Mapleton City, [
wish to object most strongly. The proposal falls far short of what this company should be
obliged to do to restore the aquifer pollution it has caused in Mapleton. The Ensign
Bickford Company should be made to:

1) Restore Mapleton’s aquifer to the condition it was in before this company
contaminated the water. It should not simply undertake to do the best they
ca.{anu to bring it up to maximum drinking standards. There is a significant 1. See Response to Common Comment No. 4
difference.

2) EBCO should be required to establish testing methodologies that can bring 2
pollution levels down to a non-detectable level notwithstanding the costs ’
involved.

See Response to Common Comment No. 4

3) EBCOQ should be required to pay the cost for verifying the existence of any of
the breakdowns contaminants of RDX, HMX and TNT. 3. See Response to Common Comment No. 12

4) The Utah State Department should demand the acceleration of the clean up
proposal for the removal of toxic chemical contamination of the EBCO’s soil 4. See Response to Common Comment No. 14
that leaches pollutants into the aquifer.

3) The terms of the draft settlement proposal, (under which EBCO’s approval

must be obtained during the three years) should be changed so that the State
can utilize the $2.58 million without having to obtain EBCO’s approval. 5. See Response to Common Comment No. 5

6) EBCO should be made responsible for furnishing a clean water supply to
Mapleton throughout the City’s build out as of the year the 2050. 6. See Response to Common Comment No. 2

Thank you for you attention in assuring the residents of Mapleton and safe and clean
drinking water.

/‘—/Q___._—-——
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To:

From:

Address:

Date:

Regarding:

Letter No. 04-11

Utah Department of Environmental Quality
Dianne R. Nielson, NRD Trustee/DEQ Executive Director

Firretf W ¢ Sfucit X e
/¥AT /fé por Jves7" Mapleton, UT 84664
P £5-10Y

In response to the State Departments invitation to comment on Ensign Bickford
Company’s (EBCO) proposals for cleansing the contaminated water in Mapleton City, 1
wish to object most strongly. The proposal falls far short of what this company should be
obliged to do to restore the aquifer pollution it has caused in Mapleton.

The Ensign Bickford Company should be made to:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

Restore Mapleton’s aquifer to the condition it was in before this company
contaminated the water. It should not simply undertake to do the best they
can do to bring it up to maximum drinking standards. There is a significant
difference.

EBCO should be required to establish testing methodologies that can bring
pollution levels down to a non-detectable level notwithstanding the costs
involved.

EBCO should be required to pay the cost for verifying the existence of any of
the breakdowns contaminants of RDX, HMX and TNT.

The Utah State Department should demand the acceleration of the clean up
proposal for the removal of toxic chemical contamination of the EBCO’s soil
that leaches pollutants into the aquifer.

The terms of the draft settlement proposal, (under which EBCO’s approval
must be obstained during the three year) should be changed so that the State
can utilize the $2.58 million without having to obtain EBCO’s approval.

EBCO should be made responsible for furnishing a clean water supply to
Mapleton thoughout the City’s build out as of the year the 2050,

Thank you for you attention in assuring the residents of Mapleton and safe and clean
drinking water.

Sincerely,

Response to Letter No. 04-11

See Response to Common Comment No. 4

See Response to Common Comment No. 4
See Response to Common Comment No. 12

See Response to Common Comment No. 14

See Response to Common Comment No. 5

See Response to Common Comment No. 2
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Letter No. 04-12

00 YYD ol issn b s
A chris 1. Trannell, D.D.S., MS.
QORTHODONTIC 3 ¢ i e e

SPECIALISTS

September 14, 2004

From: Chris Trapnell
2098975 W
Mapleton

To: Utah Deparunent of Environmeniai Quality - NRD Trustee, Dianne Nieison

This letter is in response to the notice you sent me concerning the damage claim against
Ensign-Bickford, and their proposals for cleanup of the Mapleton contaminated water.

As a resident of Mapleton, | am deeply concerned about Ensign Bickford's clean up
proposals. 1 feel their proposal is inadequate in addressing the real issue of water
contamination, and their irresponsible actions should not be pacified. 1 feel it is not only
my civic responsibility as a citizen of Mapleton, but also as a father of four young
children to get involved in this issue. Why should my young family take the health risk,
instead of EBCo paying the bill to clean it up the right way? Why should my family and
a thousand others risk that what is most important (our health!!) so executives and
attorneys of a mulu-million dollar company can pad their pockets at our expense??

1 fully support the city of Mapleton in pursuing a fair and ethical setilement. Please don’t
let my concerns, or the concerns of the residents of this wonderful city fall on deaf ears or

hard hearts.
Sincerely,

Ol T
Chris Trapnell

Response to Letter No. 04-12

See Responses to Common Comment 2, 6, and 13.
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Letter No. 04-13

Bob & Ardella Spong
1085 W. IDSOR
Mapleton, UT 84664

September 142004

Urah Department of Environmental Quality---NRD Trustee

Salt | ake Citv, 11T 841141810

Suhpeet: Mapleton City water contaminated by Ensigm-Bickford Co

o meet their {Ull abligations to properl

ement hetween the of Utaly an

any s afi of <o

ay that the risk of |

RECE]VED //?&«/7&67472 Gasdetla .,
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o AR ON Of Manletan 1 irh K66
T ey

Response to Letter No. 04-13

See Response to Common Comment No. 4

See Response to Common Comment No. 1 and 6
See Response to Common Comment No. 11

See Response to Common Comment No. 12

We recognize that EBCo has supplied much of the information.
This data has also been reviewed by the State. EBCo has
acknowledged the financial obligation for the collection of data
and providing the resolution to these issues.

See Response to Common Comment No. 14.

See Responses to Common Comment No. 5 and 9. Further the
32.58 million is not the source of funds to assure the remedy.
The $9,375,000 is the financial assurance that the remedy
will be completed. This financial assurance will be
reviewed annually for adequacy and adjusted if necessary.

See Response to Common Comment No. 4
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Letter No. 04-14

Kaylene Andrew
880 West 800 North
Mapleton, Utah 84664

September 15, 2004

Utah Department of Environmental Quality-NRD Trustee R E (‘ f." £5 e
Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D. R hd
NRD Trustee/DEQ Executive Director SEP 7 1 zuiy
P.0. Box 144810 DIVISIGn: e
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-4810 WATER a: nF
Dear Dr. Nielson,

T am writing as a concerned citizen of the city of Mapleton with regard to the recent proposal by
Ensign-Bickford for remediation of our contaminated water supply. It is my opinion that their
proposal is not good enough! Ensign-Bickford, in my opinion, is obligated to clean up the
contamination they caused init’s “g'rely so that the water quality is returned to the quality it had
before it was contaminated including doing whatever it takes to prevent contaminated water [o
spread further northward

Please do whatever it takes to ensure me and my family that we can live here in Mapleton, a
community we love, and not be afraid to drink the water here.

Thank you very much.
Sincerely, )
X’d%ﬁ’é‘ﬂ(-/ éﬂt%&eﬂ )

Kaylene Andrew

Response to letter No. 04-14

We believe the Corrective Action Plan adequately addresses
these issues.

See Response to Common Comment No. 4
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E-Mail No. 04-15 Response to E-Mail 04-15

From: "Richard Nixon" <rsnixon@msn.com>
To: <nrdtrustee@utah.gov>
Datea: 9/15/04 7:25AM
Subject: Contaminated Water Notice
See Response to Common Comment No 4
I want to go on record that we should be restored to the way we were before

they contaminated our agquifer. Thank you 260 W 2000 N Mapleton, Utah
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E-Mail No. 04-16 Response to E-Mail No. 04-16

From: Suzanne Wilkinson <suzanne_w9@yahoo.com>

To: <nrdtrustee@utah.gov>

Date: 9715704 8:33PM

Subject: Mapleton City vs Proposed Settlement with Ensign-Bickford

(Trojan Plant}

Attn: Dianne R. Nielson

As residents of Mapleton City, we join our elected representatives in stating See Response l‘o Common Comment NO 2 3 and 6
s

that we do NOT want to accept Ensign Bickferd’s cleanup proposals for
remediation of our contaminated water supply. We need a proper and meaningful
commitment Erom Ensign-Bickford to meet their full obligations to properly
mitigate the damage inflicted on the City's water supply.

If the possibility truly exists for the contamination to be reversed,
Ensign-Bickford should be reguired to fully fund such activities -- even if
that requires liguidation of all Ensign-Bickford assets. If the nearly $10
million mentioned in the state‘s proposal is sufficient, then set the deadline
and let's get on with it, And, to motivate Ensign-Bickford to make the
financing available, the state should impose daily fines to begin accruing
within 60 days of the state giving them notice of their total financial
obligation. Let the fines be significant -- as the City’s response noted, the
fine must be a real motivation, as in tens of thousands of dollars per
day/penalty. The amounts proposed by the state are so small as to be
meaningless.

Please ensure that the settlement leaves no question that the problem will be
remedied.

Sincerely,

Suzanne and Matthew Wilkinson
724 N 1600 E

Mapleton, Utah

84664

Do you Yahoo!?
vote.yahoo.com -~ Register online to vote today!
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Letter No. 04-17 Response to Letter No. 04-17

To: Utah Department of Environmental Quality
Dianne R. Nielson, NRD Trustee/DEQ Executive Director
From: Feb _Mpneiso-
Address: s422 tu Alrn deot Mapleton, UT 84664
Date:
Regarding:

In response to the State Departments invitation to comment on Ensign Bickford
Company’s (EBCO) proposals for cleansing the contaminated water in Mapleton City, I
wish to object most strongly. The proposal falls far short of what this company should be
obliged to do to restore the aquifer pollution it has caused in Mapleton. The Ensign
Bickford Company should be made to:

1. See Response to Common Comment No. 4
1) Restore Mapleton’s aquifer to the condition it was in before this company
contaminated the water. It should not simply undertake to do the best they
can do to bring it up to maximum drinking standards. There is a significant
diffe ]
TRRISRES 2. See Response to Common Comment No. 4

2) EBCO should be required to establish testing methodologies that can bring
pollution levels down to a non-detectable level notwithstanding the costs
involved.

, s : 3. See Response to Common Comment No. 12

3) EBCO should be required to pay the cost for verifying the existence of any of
the breakdowns contaminants of RDX, HMX and TNT.

4) The Utah State Department should demand the acceleration of the clean up 9. See Resp onse to Common Comment No. 14

proposal for the removal of toxic chemical contamination of the EBCO's soil
that leaches pollutants into the aquifer.

5) The terms of the draft settlement proposal, (under which EBCO’s approval 5. See Response to Common Comment No. 5
must be obtained during the three years) should be changed so that the State

can utilize the $2.58 million without having to obtain EBCO’s approval.

. . 6. See Response to Common Comment No. 2
6) EBCO should be made responsible for furnishing a clean water supply to

Mapleton throughout the City’s build out as of the year the 2050.

Thank you for you attention in assuring the residents of Mapleton and safe and clean
drinking water.

Sincerely,

/@h/ L~
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To:

From:
Address:
Date:

Regarding:

Letter No. 04-18

Utah Department of Environmental Quality
Dianne R. Nielson, NRD Trustee/DEQ Executive Director

CHRISTINE  AULEN

BZS £. qQbo Mo. Mapleton, UT 84664
q-15-04
Ensign Bickford (Trojan Plant) Contaminated Water Clean Up Proposal

In response to the State Departments invitation to comment on Ensign Bickford
Company’s (EBCO) proposals for cleansing the contaminated water in Mapleton City, [

wish to obj

ect most strongly. The proposal falls far short of what this company should be

obliged to do to restore the aquifer pollution it has caused in Mapleton. The Ensign
Bickford Company should be made to:

1

2)

3

4)

5)

6)

Thank you

Restore Mapleton’s aquifer to the condition it was in before this company
contaminated the water. It should not simply undertake to do the best they
can do to bring it up to maximum drinking standards. There is a significant
difference.

EBCO should be required to establish testing methodologies that can bring
pollution levels down to a non-detectable level notwithstanding the costs
involved.

EBCO should be required to pay the cost for verifying the existence of any of
the breakdowns contaminants of RDX, HMX and TNT.

The Utah State Department should demand the acceleration of the clean up
proposal for the removal of toxic chemical contamination of the EBCO’s soil
that leaches pollutants into the aquifer.

The terms of the draft settlement proposal, (under which EBCO’s approval
must be obtained during the three years) should be changed so that the State
can utilize the $2.58 million without having to obtain EBCO’s approval.

EBCO should be made responsible for furnishing a clean water supply to
Mapleton throughout the City’s build out as of the year the 2050,

for you attention in assuring the residents of Mapleton and safe and clean

drinking water.

Sincerely,

MO&M_J

Response to Letter No. 04-18

See Response to Common Comment No. 4

See Response to Common Comment No. 4
See Response to Common Comment No. 12

See Response to Common Comment No. 14.

See Response to Common Comment No. 5

See Response to Common Comment No. 2
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Letter No. 04-19 Response to Letter No. 04-19

To: Utah Department of Environmental Quality
Dianne R. Nielson, NRD Trustee/DEQ Executive Director

From:

Address: 03 /l/l /g?ao L{J, Mapleton, UT 84664
Date: )//f?d' /6, 200Y

n Bickford (Trojan Plan aminated Wate

Regarding:

In response to the State Departments invitation to comment on Ensign Bickford
Company’s (EBCO) proposals for cleansing the contaminated water in Mapleton City, |
wish to object most strongly. The proposal falls far short of what this company should be
obliged to do to restore the aquifer pollution it has caused in Mapleton. The Ensign
Bickford Company should be made to:

1) Restore Mapleton’s aquifer to the condition it was in before this company
contaminated the water. [t should not simply undertake to do the best they 1. See ReSp0nS€ to Common Comment No. 4
can do to bring it up to maximum drinking standards. There is a significant
difference.

2) EBCO should be required to establish testing methodologies that can bring 2
pollution levels down to a non-detectable level notwithstanding the costs ’
involved.

See Response to Common Comment No. 4

3) EBCO should be required to pay the cost for verifying the existence of any of 3. See Response to Common Comment No. 12

the breakdowns contaminants of RDX, HMX and TNT.

4) The Utah State Department should demand the acceleration of the clean up 4. See Response to Common Comment No. 14

proposal for the removal of toxic chemical contamination of the EBCO’s soil
that leaches pollutants into the aquifer.

5) The terms of the draft settlement proposal, (under which EBCO’s approval 5. See Response to Common Comment No. 5
must be obtained during the three years) should be changed so that the State

can utilize the $2.58 million without having to obtain EBCO’s approval.

. . 6. See Response to Common Comment No. 2
6) EBCO should be made responsible for furnishing a clean water supply to

Mapleton throughout the City’s build out as of the year the 2050.

Thank you for you attention in assuring the residents of Mapleton and safe and clean
drinking water.

Sincerely,

Ensign-Bickford Groundwater Cleanup — Responses to Email and Letters



Letter No. 04-20 Response to Letter No. 04-20

To: Utah Department of Environmental Quality
Dianne R. Nielson, NRD Trustee/DEQ Executive Director

From: DDN‘; H .HE/L’M‘S‘WP /E/;réﬂ re % S c;/

Address: k §/ 50. /400 /f/zs‘f Mapleton, UT 84664
Date: d = 7. o
Regarding:

In response to the State Departments invitation to comment on Ensign Bickford
Company’s (EBCO) proposals for cleansing the contaminated water in Mapleton City, 1
wish to object most strongly. The proposal falls far short of what this company should be
obliged to do to restore the aquifer pollution it has caused in Mapleton. The Ensign
Bickford Company should be made to:

3] Restore Mapleton’s aquifer to the condition it was in before this company
contaminated the water. It should not simply undertake to do the best they

can do to bring it up to maximum drinking standards. There is a significant 1. See Response to Common Comment No. 4
difference.

2) EBCO should be reguired to establish testing methodologies that can bring
pollution levels down to a non-detectable level notwithstanding the costs

involved. 2. See Response to Common Comment No. 4
3) EBCO should be required to pay the cost for verifying the existence of any of

the breakdowns contaminants of RDX, HMX and TNT. ‘ 3. See Response to Common Comment No. 12
4) The Utah State Department should demand the acceleration of the clean up

proposal for the removal of toxic chemical contamination of the EBCO’s soil 4 See Response to Common Comment No. 14

that leaches pollutants into the aquifer, ’ :

3) The terms of the draft settlement proposal, (under which EBCO’s approval 5
must be obtained during the three years) should be changed so that the State
can utilize the $2.58 million without having to obtain EBCO’s approval.

See Response to Common Comment No. 5

6) EBCO should be made responsible for furnishing a clean water supply to

Mapleton throughout the City’s build out as of the year the 2050. 6 See Response to Common Comment No. 2

Thank you t'orwatenliﬂn in assuring the residents of Mapleton, aa# safe and clean
drinking water.

Sincerely,

Ensign-Bickford Groundwater Cleanup — Responses to Email and Letters



To:

From:

Address:

Date:

Regarding:

Letter No. 04-21

Utah Department of Environmental Quality
Dianne R. Nielson, NRD Trustee/DEQ Executive Director

B . T o wsmer
2)A N Beo . Mapleton, UT 84664

In response to the State Departments invitation tc comment on Ensign Bickford
Company’s (EBCO) proposals for cleansing the contaminated water in Mapleton City, I
wish to object most strongly. The proposal falls far short of what this company should be
obliged to do to restore the aquifer pollution it has caused in Mapleton. The Ensign
Bickford Company should be made to:

1)

2)

3)

4)

6)

Restore Mapleton’s aquifer to the condition it was in before this company
contaminated the water. It should not simply undertake to do the best they
can do to bring it up to maximum drinking standards. There is a significant
difference.

EBCO should be required to establish testing methodologies that can bring
pollution levels down to a non-detectable level notwithstanding the costs
involved.

EBCO should be required to pay the cost for verifying the existence of any of
the breakdowns contaminants of RDX, HMX and TNT.

The Utah State Department should demand the acceleration of the clean up
proposal for the removal of toxic chemical contamination of the EBCO’s soil
that leaches pollutants into the aquifer.

The terms of the draft settlement proposal, (under which EBCO’s approval
must be obtained during the three years) should be changed so that the State
can utilize the $2.58 million without having to obtain EBCO’s approval.

EBCO should be made responsible for furnishing a clean water supply to
Mapleton throughout the City’s build out as of the year the 2050.

Thank you for you attention in assuring the residents of Mapleton and safe and clean
drinking water.

Sincerely,

‘[’V‘VMA_, 6 JW

Response to Letter No. 04-21

See Response to Common Comment No. 4

See Response to Common Comment No. 4
See Response to Common Comment No. 12

See Response to Common Comment No. 14

See Response to Common Comment No. 5

See Response to Common Comment No. 2

Ensign-Bickford Groundwater Cleanup — Responses to Email and Letters



Letter No. 04-22 Response to Letter No. 04-22

To: Utah Department of Environmental Quality
Dianne R, Nielson, NRD Trustee/DEQ Executive Director
From: \/n bei s ~FD  Dedz
Address: 1527 W) Mecdeu™ | con g Mapleton, UT 84664
Date:
Regarding:

In response to the State Departments invitation to comment on Ensign Bickford
Company’s (EBCO) proposals for cleansing the contaminated water in Mapleton City, |
wish to object most strongly. The proposal falls far short of what this company should be
obliged to do to restore the aquifer pollution it has caused in Mapleton. The Ensign
Bickford Company should be made to:

1) Restore Mapleton’s aquifer to the condition it was in before this company 1. See Resp onse to Common Comment No. 4
contaminated the water. It should not simply undertake to do the best they
can do to bring it up to maximum drinking standards. There is a significant
difference.

_ o _ _ 2. See Response to Common Comment No. 4
2) EBCO should be required to establish testing methodologies that can bring
pollution levels down to a non-detectable level notwithstanding the costs
involved.

3)  EBCO should be required to pay the cost for verifying the existence of any of 3. See Response to Common Comment No. 12
the breakdowns contaminants of RDX, HMX and TNT.

4) The Utah State Department should demand the acceleration of the clean up 4. See Response to Common Comment No. 14
proposal for the removal of toxic chemical contamination of the EBCO’s soil

that leaches pollutants into the aquifer.
. 5. See Response to Common Comment No. 5
3) The terms of the draft settlement proposal, (under which EBCO’s approval
must be obtained during the three years) should be changed so that the State
can utilize the $2.58 million without having to obtain EBCO’s approval.

6)  EBCO should be made responsible for furnishing a clean water supply to 6. See Response to Common Comment No. 2
Mapleton throughout the City’s build out as of the year the 2050.

Thank you for you attention in assuring the residents of Mapleton and safe and clean
drinking water.

Sincerely,

Ensign-Bickford Groundwater Cleanup — Responses to Email and Letters



To:

From:
Address:
Date:

Regarding:

Letter No. 04-23

Utah Department of Environmental Quality
Dianne R. Nielson, NRD Trustee/DEQ Executive Director

L7 oz #. SJ/?/&.?"
DELN Ao Mapleton, UT 84664

In response to the State Departments invitation to comment on Ensign Bickford
Company's (EBCO) proposals for cleansing the contaminated water in Mapleton City, [
wish to object most strongly. The proposal falls far short of what this company should be
obliged to do to restore the aquifer pollution it has caused in Mapleton. The Ensign

Bickford C

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

)

Thank you

ompany should be made to:

Restore Mapleton’s aquifer to the condition it was in before this company
contaminated the water. It should not simply undertake to do the best they
can do to bring it up to maximum drinking standards. There is a significant
difference.

EBCO should be required to establish testing methodologies that can bring
pollution levels down to a non-detectable level notwithstanding the costs
involved.

EBCO should be required to pay the cost for verifying the existence of any of
the breakdowns contaminants of RDX, HMX and TNT.

The Utah State Department should demand the acceleration of the clean up
proposal for the removal of toxic chemical contamination of the EBCO’s soil
that leaches pollutants into the aquifer.

The terms of the draft settlement proposal, (under which EBCO’s approval
must be obtained during the three years) should be changed so that the State
can utilize the $2.58 million without having to obtain EBCQ’s approval.

EBCO should be made responsible for furnishing a clean water supply to
Mapleton throughout the City’s build out as of the year the 2050.

for you attention in assuring the residents of Mapleton and safe and clean

drinking water.

Sincerely,
)

Um F 5:11;41
rd

Response to Letter No. 04-23

See Response to Common Comment No. 4

See Response to Common Comment No. 4

See Response to Common Comment No. 12

See Response to Common Comment No. 14.

See Response to Common Comment No. 5

See Response to Common Comment 